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raises peculiar problems, particularly in France.135 English
law excludes this acquisition of nationality.136
5. Prohibitive Public Policy of the Forum
Much thought has been given to those municipal pro-
visions which prevent legitimation of the children conceived
or born in polygamous, incestuous, or bigamous relations.
There is no such provision in most American jurisdictions nor
in Germany, the Scandinavian countries, nor Switzerland. The
Venezuelan Civil Code expressly permits legitimation by sub-
sequent marriage even though the parents were incapable of
marrying at the time of the conception.137 The former text
was similar, but it prohibited the recognition of children born
to such marriages.138 Yet British and French influence has
prompted a great number of provisions against such a legiti-
mation. Recent French reforms modifying the famous article
335 of the Code Napoleon brought only partial relief.139
(a) United States. The courts of New York persist in
their general policy of outlawing the children of "prohibited"
marriages.140 In the other states, the weight of authority rec-
ognizes the domiciliary law without objection stemming from
an opposed local policy.141
135 Law on Nationality of August 10, 1927, art. i (4) j ANCEL "La nationalite
de Penfant legitime," Clunet 1933, 5.
136 Abraham v. Att. Gen. [1934] P. 17.
137 Venezuela, C. C. (1942) art. 227 par. 2.
138 Venezuela, C. C. (1922) art. 248 par. 2, cf. art. 233.
139 Amended by Law of Dec. 30, 19155 cf. Ital. C. C. (1942) arts. 251, 281.
140 See Olmsted v. Olmsted (1908)  190 N. Y. 458, 83 N. E. 569, af?d 216
U. S. 386 and In re Bruington's Estate (1936) 160 N* Y. Misc. 34, 289 N. Y.
Supp. 725, cited su'pra notes 59 and 60 respectively.
141 Mund v. Rehaume (1911) 51 Colo. 129, 117 Pac. 159 (near relationship) 5
Moore v. Saxton (1916) 90 Conn. 164, 96 Atl. 960 (bigamy) ; Succession of
Caballero (1872) 24 La. Ann. 572 (miscegenation) ; Green v. Kelley (1917)
228 Mass. 602, 118 N. E. 235 (bigamy) j Ng. Suey Hi v. Weedin, Commissioner
of Immigration (1927)  21 F. (2d)   801   (polygamy) ; see also Hollo way v.
Safe Deposit & Trust Co. of Baltimore (1926) 151 Md. 321, 134 Atl. 497 at 499.
The case of Matter of Look Wong (1915) 4 U. S. Dist. Haw. 568, where
recognition of children of a Chinese marriage was withheld, has been called
unfortunate and 'unsound, Note,  31  Harv. L. Rev.   (1917)   892.    See also
McNamara, v. McNamara (1922) 303 111. 191, 135 N. E. 410 (legitimation
by conduct).